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Dear Ilarold, 

Received today your3 of 9/23 an d 9/2 3! 

I'll 3ee what A1 and I can do to arrange your visit. 

But I should caution you not to expect to much. As you observed, 
KLAC fired Crane and Shary, too good people (i have my personal 
animosities toward Shapy). I don't know if you were here since 
they axed Arbogast and Margolis. That makes Sahl, Elwell, Arbogast, 
Margolis, Shary, and Crane — all of whom were on our side. 

In addition to that, Crane lost his show. Stan Borman at Art's 
station quit when they tried to stop him from talking about 
Eldridge Cleaver. Elliot Mintz, Al's friend, collapsed from 
exhaustion and mu3t not work for some time. It is possible that 
he'll be back before you arrive, but he may not return to the 
air at all. 

That about leaves KLA — the UCLA .6 milliwat station as 
a fertile stomping ground. Problem: it won't reach Wilshire 

Blvd., 1 mile from campus. It has trouble reaching the fraternities 
and must go direct to the dorms! 

Seriously, though, I think Steve Kane will do his best 
for us . Pyne may not buy it. Spivalc, Haley, and /or Grant are 
likely. UCLA sppech is, realistically, unlikely but possible. 
Allison is also possible. 

Of course, we'll approach everyone in town, no matter 
how unlikely the prospects. 

As far as security on Coup d' Etat is concerned, I 
hope that I was not the one who wrongly told Fred. I 
probably mentioned that you had another book in the works, and 
probably mentioned the title. I doubt strongly that I mentioned 
the contents to anyone witli one exception. This one exception 
is what prompted ne to ask you on the phone when it will 

be publish and ask that it not be too soon. You do not know 

him but I assure you, his lips are sealed and quiPt. He is 
thoroughly trustworthy, having done much excellent fork for 
Jim. 

I feel I must comment on your comments on Rose. Fred, 
of course, is the only one in a position to send you a photo 

of Wilson and there is really no reason not to. But beyond that, 

I am 99 % certain that he is legit. I certain that 

he is not Wilson. Why? First of all, when I had these same 
suspicions, I brought Rose out to see Howard. Howard did not 
know anyone was coming with me. When they saw each other, 
there was no look of recognizance with either of them. As 




you probably agree, I don't think Howard is brilliant enough to 
be thatg sharp. I later asked Howard if Rose looked like, or 
was , Steve Wilson and he replied, quite believabllity, no. 

He then added that there was a similarity. 

Secondly, Rose, another friend, and I sat afound a coffee 
table one day with a photo of Wilson. The resemblance, of course, 
is fantastic. But after carefully tracing all features, we noticed 
that the ears are very different. Wilson has a virtually round 
ear while Rose has a sharp indentation. Prom no angle is Rose' s 
ear so perfectly round. We noticed other differences that were 
not so pronounced. 

Thirdly, the January '65 issue of Gun World magazine, 
which I no longer have, contains a group picture of Patrick, 

Brown, and Wilson. Wilson is shown in full face, as opposed to 
the half profile in the other photo. Prom this angle, he looks 
very little like Rose. Furthermore, 3/4 of his body is shown 
in this one and he appears to be 50 lbs. heavier. Another 
group shot in this magazine of* Wilson getting in&o a boat, is 
yet similar but different in specific ways. 

Prom these instances, I have concluded that Rose is not 
Wilson. None of them require that we take Rose' s word that he 
is kosher, at least in this respect. More generally, I concur 
with Turner, Boxley, and Garrison that he is trustworthy. My 
only reluctance is to vouch for his discretion in certain 
specific instances, such as Gary's Mexico Gity deal. 

I do not know who told him about your suspicions. I 
am certain that I did not. Shortly after you last left L. A. , 
he mentioned to me that you were still suspicious of this. 

He said something about you writing letters to someone about it. 

I remember being surprised that he would bow about it. 

As far as taking a picture of him now, I think that it 
is near impossible. To my knowledge, he has been in Los Angeles 
once since April. Even so, how could we get his consent without 
arousing suspicion? A candid camera would probably be seen 
by him — he's a professional paranoid — and be worse. 

Prom your letter, I did not get the impression that 
you had something cooking with regard to this. Gary Shoener 
wrote me similarly and did give me that impression. If you 
need a photo merely for identification, the Wilson photo” is so 
close as to be sufficient. If it i3 for contrast purposes, 
which I really think is unnecessary, there is not much to do. 

Hold it. I just re-read your letter. Hal showed me 
Gary' s memo on the two girls in Mexico City. There is no 
question that that was Rose. Take my word for it. Turner, 
who works most closely with him, has been apprised I think. 

A3 I said, I will not vouch for his discretion. 

I guess that about does it. Looking forward to seeing 
you. J 




Burton 




